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made, if the war is to be properly sustained, unless the 
House will consent to return to its former practice of 
initiating and preparing all appropriation bills through 
a single committee, in order that responsibility may be 
centered, expenditures standardized and made uniform, 
and waste and duplication as much as possible avoided. 

Additional legislation may also become necessary be- 
fore the present Congress adjourns in order to effect the 
most efficient co-ordination and operation of the railway 
and other transportation systems of the country; but to 
that I shall, if circumstances should demand, call the 
attention of Congress upon another occasion. 

If I have overlooked anything that ought to be done 
for the more effective conduct of the war, your own 
counsels will supply the omission. What I am perfectly 
clear about is that in the present session of the Congress 
our whole attention and energy should be concentrated 
on the vigorous and rapid and successful prosecution of 
the great task of winning the war. 

We can do this with all the greater zeal and enthu- 
siasm because we know that for us this is a war of high 
principle, debased by no selfish ambition of conquest or 
spoliation; because we know, and all the world knows, 
that we have been forced into it to save the very insti- 
tutions we live under from corruption and destruction. 
The purpose of the Central Powers strike straight at the 
very heart of everything we believe in ; their methods of 
warfare outrage every principle of humanity and of 
knightly honor; their intrigue has corrupted the very 
thought and spirit of many of our people ; their sinister 
and secret diplomacy has sought to take our very terri- 
tory away from us and disrupt the union of the States. 
Our safety would be at an end, our honor forever sullied 
and brought into contempt, were we to permit their tri- 
umph. They are striking at the very existence of de- 
mocracy and liberty. 

A Supreme Moment of History. 

It is because it is for us a war of high, disinterested 
purpose, in which all the free peoples of the world are 
banded together for the vindication of right, a war for 
the preservation of our nation and of all that it has held 
dear of principle and of purpose, that we feel ourselves 
doubly constrained to propose for its outcome only that 
which is righteous and of irreproachable intention, for 
our foes as well as for our friends. The cause being just 
and holy, the settlement must be of like motive and 
quality. For this we can fight, but for nothing less 
noble or less worthy of our traditions. For this cause 
we entered the war, and for this cause will we battle until 
the last gun is fired. 

1 have spoken plainly because this seems to me the 
time when it is most necessary to speak plainly, in order 
that all the world may know that even in the heat and 
ardor of the struggle, and when our whole thought is of 
carrying the war through to its end, we have not forgot- 
ten any ideal or principle for which the name of America 
has been held in honor among the nations, and for which 
it has been our glory to contend in the great generations 
that went before us. 

A supreme moment of history has come. The eyes of 
the people have been opened, and they see the hand of 
God is laid'upon the nations. He will show them favor, 
I devoutly believe, only if they rise to the clear heights 
of His own justice and mercy. 



WHAT ABE WE FIGHTING FOR? 

A Reply to the People's Council of America 

By STEPHtN S. WISE 

I have the right to speak out. I have never feared to 
be in a minority. I am not fearful today. Show me 
a cause, and I will speak out, though alone. I have 
never held "My country, right or wrong." Whenever 
I believed my city, State, or country to be in the wrong, 
I have dared to cry out, and I have done it again and 
again. What is more, I have done it at a cost. My con- 
victions, like my pulpit, are my own. I have ever held, 
with another American of alien birth, whom the perfidy 
of Prussia gave to America, a patriot in peace and a hero 
in war, "My country, when right to keep right, when 
wrong to set right." 

Today my country is in the right. My country is 
not only in the right, but it is wholly, gloriously, holily 
in the right, and I mean to proclaim this, even though 
I find myself almost for the first time one of an uncom- 
fortably large majority. 

A word must be spoken in justification of those of us 
who have been peace men, opponents of militarism, who 
seem now to belie the professions of a lifetime. The 
easiest way to dispose of us is to hold that we were fair- 
weather friends of peace, and that the moment it became 
difficult and hurtful to remain peace advocates, in that 
moment we scuttled like rats. Some of us think we 
may claim to have earned the right to respect for the 
integrity of our convictions on the score of unafraid 
speech and acts. But, I ask, what has happened to con- 
vert great numbers of us, lifelong anti-militarists, into 
inflexible supporters of the policies of the President, 
supporters of, to name a concrete embodiment of those 
policies, the reply of President Wilson to the peace note 
of the Pope ? 

What is the secret of the transformation of us who 
have been lifelong anti-militarists into unequivocal sup- 
porters of the Government and its war policies? The 
answer to the question, What has moved us to waive, or 
to seem to waive, our faith that war is never justifiable? 
has been given adequately, as far as we are concerned, 
by the course of the President of the United States since 
August, 1914. He willed, as we willed, not to enter the 
war; he believed, as we believed, that the cause is just 
and durable peace would best be furthered by keeping 
our continent outside of the war zone, not that we might 
softly and meanly save ourselves and our sons, but that 
we might greatly and nobly serve a war-wearied world. 

In all this — the personal reference must be forgiven — 
I was not neutral, not for one moment since the war 
began. I did not choose to side with the Allies. Prus- 
sia and Prussianism left me no freedom of choice. Prus- 
sia made a choice unnecessary, even impossible, since 
the beginning of the war to all those whose power to 
judge morally was not deadened by a sense of mistaken 
loyalties. 

Is there any man who imagines that, because his 
mother or father was born within one of the Central Eu- 
ropean States, he must be a supporter of the present 
German Government? I loved and honored my father, 
who was a native, and throughout much of his life a citi- 
zen, of one of the German empires ; but I will not dis- 
honor my father in his grave by believing that if he were 
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living he would not have felt as deeply as I feel that no 
room must be left in the world for that species of organ- 
ized criminality temporarily invested witn the name and 
title of the German Government. It were a poor and 
woefully mistaken loyalty on my part to assume that my 
father would have condoned, and even commended, the 
Prussian way of "live and not let live" which is abhor- 
rent to the soul of every just being. 

The President not merely willed to keep us out of war, 
but throughout nearly three years of irritation and in- 
sult, of contumely and outrage, he achieved the miracle 
of keeping us out of war. Why did the President in the 
end lead us into the war ? Because he saw that we were 
challenged not so much to war as to defend the ele- 
mentary treasures and sanctities of life in the only 
terms intelligible to that band of militarists who had 
brought hurt to half the world and shame unutterable 
to their dumbly trusting and therefore unrevolting peo- 
ples. They who cry out that we at last yielded to the 
war impulse and the war hysteria forget or will to ignore 
the three years of unexampled patience on the part of the 
American people and our leader, and that we have not 
so much gone to war as set out to stay the fury of a deso- 
lating forest fire, its murderous flames fed of human 
will and purpose. If in the process we, starting back- 
fires, must put our hands to weapons of force and fury, 
the fault before God lies not in ourselves, but in those 
creatures of blood and iron whose last war this was in 
truth to be. None other would have been necessary if 
their work of terrorism had been well and quickly done 
in accordance with long-time and foul plotting. This 
is to be our last war, that it may never again become 
possible to renew the criminal aggressions through 
which Germany planned to make war forever impossible. 

We have frankly and fully given the reasons which 
have moved not a few peace advocates like myself to see 
that we could not serve Prussia better than by dealing 
with this war as if it were just another in a series of 
wars for land plunder, for trade spoliation. In the light 
of our candid confession, we may venture to turn to the 
People's Council, with its resounding demands for peace, 
and briefly consider the character of its leadership. In- 
cluded therein — let us be just — are some men and 
women of blameless integrity, who hold that war is never 
justifiable, who therefore are opposed to the war in 
which we are engaged and to its vigorous and triumph- 
ant prosecution. 

These are the pacifists in whose eyes England and 
Prance were as guilty yesterday — and we today — as was 
and is Germany of the crime of war. Perhaps even 
guiltier than Germany, for if the latter had met with no 
armed resistance in Belgium and Prance on the west, in 
Servia on the south, in Eussia on the east, instead of 
bloody war, we should have had peaceful, even benig- 
nant, penetration of all these lands by unchallenged, and 
therefore unoffending, Germany ! 

But groups other than the uncompromising pacifists 
are to be found in the leadership of the People's Council, 
and these, mindful of the seriousness of my charge, I ac- 
cuse of readiness to accept an outcome of the war which 
would not bring peace to men, but seal the dominance 
of the sword in the world. Numerically strongest in 
the leadership of the People's Council is a group of 
Socialists, not of the parlor or drawing-room variety, but 



of the basement and cellar type, who, like their German 
colleagues, from the beginning of the war have served 
the interests of Germany rather than that genius of in- 
ternationalism which is supposed to preside over the 
councils of the Socialist Party. These American So- 
cialists have not frankly admitted that they were pro- 
Germans, but, if their lead had been followed, we should 
have remained permanently neutral as between savagely 
offending Germany and all her desolated victims. The 
Socialist Party has, we have come to see, been politically 
and morally tainted by the German captaincy of a nomi- 
nally internationalist movement, and we are rejoiced to 
see some brave spirits step out of the Socialist ranks and 
protest, to use the vocabulary of Socialism, against a 
completely bourgeois acceptance of the Prussian program 
by the rank and file of American Socialists. 

The strict and straight pacifist attitude is intelligible, 
however gravely erring we deem it. Even the Socialist 
position is not inexplicable, though lamentable from the 
viewpoint of those who had hoped for a helpfully inter- 
national mind in Socialist circles. But there is a third 
group dominant in the People's Council, its super- 
men, to use — what is not unfitting in the circum- 
stances — a bit of German terminology. These im- 
promptu peace advocates tell us : "We have come in the 
midst of war to aid the cause of peace." Is it ungra- 
cious to ask the question, What has moved these persons 
for the first time in their lives to espouse the cause of 
peace? They know, but they will not speak. I know, 
and I will speak for them. They have come to aid the 
cause of peace, not for the sake of America, nor yet 
chiefly for the sake of peace, but primarily, if not 
solely, for the sake of PAZ GEBMAN1GA, a -peace 
that shall be made in Germany even as the war was made 
by Germany. 

These gentlemen, whose peace passion is rather recent 
and belated, long viewed with the equanimity of silence, 
if not with vocal satisfaction, the war that is, although 
the war today is not one whit more terrible than it was 
on the day the Prussian wreckers of the world's peace 
battered down the gates of Belgium and flooded the land 
with a sea of terror. The war is more extensive in area, 
but is not by one iota more awful than on the day which 
found the German armies, under the captaincy of the 
Prussian mind, desolating Belgium and Prance, and be- 
ginning a reign of terror which will justly move the 
world to give the Huns a second place by the side of the 
unpitying brutism of the Prussian hosts. 

The first, in a sense inclusive, demand of one of the 
authoritative spokesmen of the People's Council is "a 
speedy and universal and democratic peace." But this 
raises the fundamental question to which a new em- 
phasis has been given by the President's reply to the 
Pope — a reply that is not so much, as it has been called, 
a political coup as a spiritual achievement of the highest 
order. How can any terms of peace be considered as long 
as the present German Government remains unshaken 
and peace must be concluded therewith? There was a 
time when it might have been asked, Who will guarantee 
the good faith of the imperial masters of Germany bound 
up with the eternal infamy of the names Liege and Lou- 
vain, the Lusitania and the Sussex, Cavell and Fryatt? 
Who can guarantee the good faith of any covenant madf 
with the professors of the scrap-of-paper theory of 
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treaties? That day lias gone, and gone foiever. The 
Kaiser's Wort is become the villainy of Zimmermann, 
the perfidy of Luxburg, the shame of Bernstorff. 

Speedy, universal, and democratic peace ! Let us not 
be deceived. These terms are not interchangeable. 
Peace might be effected speedily and universally. If 
withal the peace be not democratic, it will not be worthy 
of the name of peace. That the peoples of earth desire 
peace, speedy and universal, is the veriest truism, for 
such yearning is born out of the travail and agony of 
three years of hell-like war. The one guarantee upon 
which the bleeding peoples must insist is that the peace 
shall be democratic, for none other can be just and last- 
ing. Kaisers broke peace and made war. The people 
must break Kaisers and make peace. 

The first urging of the authorized representative of 
the Peace Council was an immediate public statement of 
our war aims and our peace terms. The President has 
since made such a statement — a statement instinct with 
the statesmanship which the imperial German Govern- 
ment is unable to envisage, instinct with the magna- 
nimity which it had confounded with all-suffering cow- 
ardice. None the less, in the light of the President's 
immortal utterance, which rather takes the matter alike 
out of the hands of the Kaiser and the People's Council, 
we may give more specific answer to some of the ques- 
tions raised by and on behalf of the People's Council. 

''Will we be ready to end the war and make peace if 
this ruthless submarine warfare be ended?" The war 
has long ceased to be a matter of ending ruthless subma- 
rine warfare. There will be no peace until the German 
people, disobedient to the Hohenzollern vision, are ready 
to end their sub-human warfare, ruthless and truthless, 
on sea and on land and in the air, against the peace and 
security of the world. It seems needless iteration to say 
to the spokesman of the People's Council, anent his 
sneer touching the making of the world safe for de- 
mocracy, that what we are fighting for is nothing less 
than that high and majestic end. 

"What degree of safety do we require, and what de- 
gree of democracy will satisfy us?" Such a degree of 
safety is required that a renewal of the German impe- 
rial felony shall be impossible, such a degree, of safety as 
shall be assured to the world by the inability or the un- 
willingness of Germany to renew the crime of 1914, such 
a degree of democracy as can come only after the passing 
of Kaiserism, militarism, Junkerism. 

AVhat are we fighting for? The answer is best given 
by considering a further query, far from ingenuous, of 
the People's Council, "Is a military defeat of Germany 
absolutely essential before we shall agree to peace so that 
Germany and all men may know that Germany's mili- 
tarism is not invincible?" Yes, we repeat; Germany 
and all men must know — and Germany must prove that 
she knows — that her militarism is not invincible, by 
adopting such a policy of national renunciation as shall 
make clear her understanding, however sorrowful, that 
no nation against which the world must perforce unite 
is invincible. Par from achieving gains of territory 
and population and power, through assailing the sons 
and daughters of men and violating every scruple of the 
moral sense of mankind, the German people must come 
to see that German militarism has brought down upon 
her the loathing of the lawful and honorable peoples 



of earth, and may yet necessitate a concert of peoples in 
order to prevent the world being made unsafe for de- 
mocracy and peace by reason of German autocracy and 
German militarism. 

Germany must not only be compelled to realize that 
her militarism is far from invincible, but this must be 
brought home in a Germanly understandable way. In 
a word, no gain of any kind must be suffered to accrue 
to Germany in consequence of the war. Not invincible 
and most unprofitable must German militarism be shown 
to be to the German people. It is because of this that 
the evacuation of ravaged lands and the restoration of 
plundered goods will not suffice. If, at the end of the 
war, the Central European Alliance be established under 
Prussian domination, for one thing Prussia will have 
won a hundred Belgiums and Alsace-Lorraines, and over 
and beyond that the seed will have been planted which 
in the next generation will yield a harvest of bitter and 
bloody revolt against Prussian dominance by the alien, 
rather than Allied, peoples of Austro-Hungary, Bul- 
garia, and Turkey. In a word, Prussia must not be 
permitted to reimburse itself for its failure in the west 
by annexing central Europe. No gain or profit of any 
kind for Germany from this war — must be Germany's 
fate, as it is the decree of free peoples. Germany must 
long remain, as she is to become, infinitely poorer by 
reason of the forfeiture of the world's respect, which 
nothing less than the exorcism of the devil of militarism 
shall ever regain for the purged soul of the Germans. 

They who speak with the authority of the People's 
Council not alone urge that we must accept the peace 
program which, more than anything else, has divided, 
and for a time in any event broken, Russia, but that 
it is incumbent upon us to take over the Russian pro- 
gram in its entirety because of its finer ethical quality. 
These friends, neither of Russia nor of Russian freedom, 
scornfully bid the American people remember "that the 
idealistic war aims of the Russians must be made the 
war aims of their Allies." I make bold to hold that no 
aims can be more idealistic than our own, not even the 
Russian war aims, assuming that these were Russian 
rather than what they are — namely of Prussian origin 
and Prussian imposition. The Russians at best are 
fighting for their own freedom primarily and only sec- 
ondarily for the freedom of the world. We are warring 
primarily for the freedom of the world, and only second- 
arily, if at all, for our own. They are the friends of 
Russia who understand that any alliance with the Hohen- 
zollerns at this time would prove fatal to Russian free- 
dom and democracy, as has been the rule of the Ro- 
manoffs, with the difference that the Romanoff dynasty 
was blundering, ineffective, and removable, but that it 
might take generations of bloodshed to dislodge the 
super-efficient rule of the Hohenzollerns. The Prussian 
alliance with the Romanoffs long delayed the day of Rus- 
sian freedom. Let not Russia again invite Prussia to 
become — her evil star. 

Happily the Russian people do not require to be 
warned against the insidious counsel of Prussian agents, 
whether in Germany or in these United States — that 
they must choose between Prussia on the one hand, and 
England, France, Italy, and these United States on the 
other. If they choose Prussia, they will go back to au- 
toeracv. If they choose the Allied nations, they will 
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take their place in the march of triumphant democracy. 
If the Russians choose Prussia, they will have neither 
peace nor democracy. If they and we stand together, 
Russia's will be democracy and peace will be the por- 
tion of all free peoples. If Russia, I repeat, should part 
from her Allies, these will go on, but Russian freedom 
and democracy will for a time in any event go out. 
And Russia will have been betrayed not for the first 
time by the wiles and power of Prussia. The House of 
Romanoff appears not to be alone in its readiness to 
sacrifice Russian well being upon the altar of Prussian 
purpose. 

What is this German manufactured peace program to 
which, when we are told, "Would to heaven that this 
were Germany's program for peace," we are tempted to 
reply, "Why drag in heaven ?" For in truth this is not 
Russia's heavenly peace program, but Germany's hell- 
born war aim. The People's Council of Peace and 
Democracy offers its approval of the so-called peace terms 
of the Russian Republic. "No forcible annexations, no 
punitive indemnities, free development of all nations 
and peoples and nationalities." "No forcible annexa- 
tions !" We understand the English of it, but what is 
the Prussian of the term "No forcible annexations?" 
Even if it were true, as it is false, that the resolutions 
of "the Reichstag commit Germany, as far as Germany 
is committable, to the acceptance of "no forcible annexa- 
tions," such of the world as is guided by the instinct of 
honor and truthfulness will rightly demand that Prussia 
define in unequivocal and unmistakable terms "no forci- 
ble annexations." The German Government may con- 
ceive that the permanent occupancy of Belgium, or the 
choicest parts thereof, would not constitute "forcible an- 
nexation," but rather peaceable permeation. Who be- 
sides the leaders of the People's Council will presume to 
guarantee that the retention of Belgium will not come 
under the category of a much used term in Prussia, "the 
rectification of the western frontier" — that is, the ob- 
viating of a neighbor inconveniently faithful to a 
plighted covenant? Germany wills not to annex. She 
merely aims to bless, to be surrounded by morally rape- 
able neighbors such as broken little Luxembourg or 
Switzerland, Holland and Sweden. 

As long as Germany and her rulers speak of Belgium's 
fate in the terms of future negotiation, we cannot meet 
to consider peace, for there is no language which we can 
speak in common. We are in truth ready to sacrifice 
much, to invest all we have and all we are, the treasure 
of the nation and the priceless life of its sons. Yea, there 
is no sacrifice that we will not offer up ere we shall suffer 
Germany to hold a foot of Belgium soil, to retain any 
power tangible or intangible over Belgium with the free- 
dom of which the honor of free peoples is bound up. 

For yet another reason, "no forcible annexations" 
does not meet the needs of the world's situation as we see 
it. For "no forcible annexations," even assuming that 
it imply the restoration of Belgium to itself, has no ref- 
erence whatsoever to the question of Alsace-Lorraine. 
Alsace-Lorraine must be restored to France as truly as 
Belgium must be restored to itself. The restitution of 
stolen goods is not in courts of law considered craellv 
punitive, but elementarily just. Alsace-Lorraine, apart 
from the agony endured by its people for forty years, was 
the price which Prussia offered the kingdoms and peo- 



ples of Germany for their acquiescence in the imperial 
hegemony of Prussia, for their assent to the program of 
blood and iron — that is, the looting of lands and the 
blood-letting of their peoples. 

To the representative of the People's Council who, 
with an almost Prussian sense of reality and a wholly 
Prussian scorn of the immaterial, asks, "Have we gone 
to war to help France get back her lost provinces, and 
are we committed to the theory of restoring all provinces 
lost in the past fifty years ?" I answer : "No ; we did not 
go to war to help France get back her lost provinces, for 
France refrained for forty years from attempting to 
right the unspeakable wrong which the world suffered 
Prussia to inflict upon France. While we have not gone 
to war to help France get back her lost provinces, we are 
not going to have peace until the shameful deed of 1871 
be undone, until the crime which wrested two lands and 
two peoples from the France of their imperishable love 
and put them under the heel of that foreign brutality 
which culminated in Zabern, shall have been expiated by 
the return of inalienable Alsace-Lorraine from the hands 
of Prussia to the arms of France. 

To the spokesman of the People's Council, it appears 
to be highly undesirable "to embark upon the compli- 
cated enterprise of restoring lost provinces," and that 
"all territorial readjustments must be secured through 
negotiation." We must be permitted to dissent from 
the designation, "the complicated enterprise of restoring 
lost provinces," and to say that nothing could be simpler 
than the enterprise of restoring stolen, not lost, prov- 
inces — provinces as wantonly ravaged from France in 
1871 as Belgium was ravished in 1914. It is not with- 
out significance that the voice of the People's Council 
anticipates the decree of a Prussian master. "All terri- 
torial readjustments must be secured through negotia- 
tion." Let it be understood alike by the People's Coun- 
cil of Prussia and the Michaelises and Kuhlemanns of 
the United States that evacuation, reparation, and res- 
toration are beyond the reach of negotiation until that 
hour, which will never come, that shall find the American 
people wearied of sacrifice in order to reaffirm the free- 
dom even of the least of peoples. 

The People's Council, with an indifference to the 
wrongs perpetrated by Prussia that is born either of 
cynical levity or an insufficiently disguised Prussian 
sympathy, reaffirms the "no punitive indemnities" of 
the quasi-Russian peace plan. With appalling disin- 
genuousness this aim is linked with the word of the 
President: "We desire no conquest and no dominion. 
We seek no indemnity for ourselves, no material com- 
pensation." For one thing, it is of the very essence of 
insincerity to allude to indemnity as if it were of neces- 
sity punitive. Moreover, it is known of all men that we 
shall never stoop to demand indemnity nor defile our- 
selves by taking over any measure of Germany's gold. 
We, however, are not circumstanced as are Servia and 
Belgium. These are entitled not merely to evacuation 
and to restoration, but to that indemnity which the 
super-refined and Teutonically delicate taste of the 
People's Council may look upon as punitive, which an 
un vindictive world will view as justified by every in- 
stinct of right feeling alike toward Germany and the 
peoples which she has brought low. 

As for the third item of the program, "The free de- 
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velopment of all nations and peoples and nationalities" — 
to offer this in the name of Prussia is a sorry jest. The 
very cornerstone of the Prussian structure of State is 
none other than a complete and wanton disregard for 
the freedom of nations and peoples unless these are 
physically strong enough to maintain their own free- 
dom. A German victory, happily become unthinkable, 
would mean the end of freedom for every nation and 
people that was not able to secure it through the arbitra- 
ment of the sword. Germany is warring upon the world, 
and the world, including our nation, has accepted the 
gage of battle because all men, who are not in thrall to 
Teutonism, understand that the triumph of German 
arms would end freedom and self-rule for every lesser 
people that did not bow the knee in the Temple of the 
new Bimmon; for it is incontestably true that the Ger- 
man Government has ceased to revere right as right. It 
obeys no law but that of might; it honors no sanction 
save that of power; it reveres no shrine unless it be a 
fortress. 

Nothing interprets the mind of the People's Council 
better than a word of its accredited champion, seem- 
ingly innocuous, but in truth charged with the poison of 
ill will and bitterness toward those European nations 
that thwarted the lawless and dastardly conspiracy of 
the imperial German Government. "We know how 
futile all wars are, this one among them." Futile, for- 
sooth ! The war of 1871 was not futile. It was an 
immeasurable triumph for the new Germany created by 
the mind of Bismarck and fortified by arms under the 
leadership of von Moltke. The war of 1914 would not 
have been futile if England unconquerable and Prance 
all-glorious had not stepped into the breach, and by the 
side of little Belgium, with bared and bleeding body, 
had not withstood the most foul and fiendish assault upon 
the peace of the world that has ever been made. This 
war, viewing the ambition of imperial Germany, will be 
futile because our Allies and we have willed that futile 
it shall be. It will not be futile if the American people 
commit the inexpiable moral blunder of bargaining and 
trafficking with Germany touching the fate of any of the 
lands German invaded. 

I charge the People's Council with inability or un- 
willingness to understand the majestic purposes of the 
President in moving to make the world safe for democ- 
racy as revealed by its word, "The Peace Conference will 
be convened as soon as the German people move on from 
the measure of democracy they now have to the measure 
of democracy which the President thinks they ought to 
have." The question is not one of the measure of de- 
mocracy which the German people have, for they have 
none, even though they have been deluded anew by their 
imperial masters into prating of the democracy by them 
enjoyed. Nor is the issue bound up with "the measure 
of democracy which the President thinks they ought to 
have" — a fling at the august aims of the President of 
which no man concerned with the attainment of demo- 
cratic ideals by any people could be guilty. It is not 
that the President thinks the German people ought to 
have a larger measure of democracy. The German peo- 
ple might be free to go on under the autocratic condi- 
tions which are their own, were it not for the circum- 
stance to be commended to the People's Council that 
it is because of the absence of democratic control in Ger- 



many that the world is in arms today. If Germany 
could be isolated from the rest of the world, it might re- 
main undisturbed in its autocracy forever. A Germany 
that would dwell by the side of free peoples must free 
itself to the point of denying to any man or group of 
men the right and the power to stage such a dire tragedy 
as has befallen the sons of men by reason of the un- 
checked power of a group of imperial dynasts. 

What are we fighting for? I have sought to give 
answer. 1 have not spoken without regard to such 
mothers and fathers as have heard me nor been unmind- 
ful of the heartbreak which the war will soon come to 
mean to men and women scattered throughout the land, 
the light of whose eyes will have failed and the joy of 
whose hearts will have faded forever if the war go for- 
ward to its awful consummation of loss and sacrifice. 
What are we fighting for? My answer to mothers and 
fathers is — enviable, even glorious, is your lot if you 
give your sons or bless their self-dedication to the high- 
est and holiest of causes in which a people was ever 
engaged. 

Eemember that you, American men and women, give 
your sons to no ordinary war, though outwardly it be 
war, and nothing more. Eemember that America is not 
in the war for the sake of war. Grimly mocking para- 
dox though it be, we have taken up the burden of war 
not for war's sake, but for the sake of peace, which we 
would fain have bless victor and vanquished alike. We 
have taken up arms, which we shall not ground until the 
world be made safe in the only way in which the life of 
nations dwelling together can be made safe — by democ- 
racy with peace and healing on its wings. 

Eemember, mothers and fathers, this is not a war. 
It is the war. It is the contest of the ages, which we 
and our Allies together can make the last holocaust if 
we be mighty in war and even mightier in the generosi- 
ties and magnanimities of peace. Your sons have taken 
up arms, not to slay, but to bring the hope of unbroken 
life to countless generations unborn. As your sons fare 
forth, be strong, mothers and fathers, in the knowledge 
that the sacrificial task upon which they are bent is 
nothing less than to make the world free. If suffering 
and agony be your lot, call to mind the little children of 
Armenia, the wronged women of Belgium, the enslaved 
men of Servia, and know that these things can never 
again come to pass if your sons, our younger brothers, 
be equal to the challenge which a free world dare not 
refuse to meet. 

And when you join in the act of sacrifice, let youi 
spirit be willing, and even joyous, as befits the task that 
summons. Forget not that the sacrifice is to be for 
that which is more precious than life, even as holy as 
love — the liberty of men, the security of peace, the faith 
of nations. Your readiness to sacrifice may make sacri- 
fice unasked hereafter and your children's children, yea, 
all the children of men, shall dwell amid peace and 
security if the nobleness of the fathers be equal to the 
heroism of the sons. 

It is not too late to save the world, to make and keep 
the world free, to rebuild an order of life that shall be 
just and righteous altogether. That shall come to pass 
if you claim for your sons something better than life, 
remembering 
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" 'Twere man's perdition to be safe 
When for the truth he ought to die." 

Lincoln loved not war — nor more than we — who loved 
humanity as few men on earth have loved humankind, 
nor more than Woodrow Wilson, who endured all for 
peace until he must needs dare war therefor. And Lin- 
coln, on the 4th day of March, 1865, as the shadows 
were beginning to darken around him after four long, 
terrible, bloody years of war, said, and we, the heirs of 
his spirit and of his hope, proclaim anew : "With malice 
toward none, with charity for all, with firmness in the 
right as God gives us to see the right, let us strive on to 
finish the work we are in — to do all which may achieve 
and cherish a just and lasting peace." 



WOMAN'S WORK FOR INTERNA- 
TIONALISM 

The Woman's Peace Party 

By LUCIA AMES MEAD 

Peace, according to pacifism, means "a condition of 
organized living together among nations." This 
definition, placed on the first annual report and on the 
last program of the Woman's Peace Party, indicates 
the type of pacifism for which this organization has 
stood since its formation three years ago. Its third 
annual meeting, held this year in Philadelphia on De- 
cember 6 and 7, was a business meeting of four sessions 
limited to delegates with credentials who assembled 
from many States, with representation from as far 
west as California. 

The National Board in its opening statement said, 
"At previous annual meetings we have been able to 
send greetings to the members of the International 
Committee of Women for Permanent Peace, of which 
we are the section for the United States. Now, with 
the entrance of our country into this world war, we, as 
loyal citizens of a belligerent nation, are less able to 
serve that International Committee and to be in friendly 
communication with all its members. We are not, how- 
ever released from the obligations of international 
comity, and we are still sympathetic to all the efforts 
making throughout the world for the substitution of 
law for war." 

Eecognizing that differences of method and of judg- 
ment existed between different branches, the National 
Board recommended and the delegates adopted resolu- 
tions which offered the widest range of propaganda and 
activity to the membership and precluded all attempts 
to secure a uniformity of statement as to details of 
opinion or action. Each branch which so desired was 
encouraged to adopt an individual name, and the Na- 
tional Board, which, by its organic relation with the 
International Committee of Women, is committed to 
distinctively international action, was given a free hand 
for such activity. Hereafter each State or local branch 
is "autonomous so far as name, policy, propaganda, 
publications and activities of any sort are concerned," 
the nexus being the common platform, and constitution 
with federation through the National Board. 

The most important resolutions passed were in recog- 



nition of the fact that "all territorial readjustments 
and other features of the war settlement will be pro- 
foundly affected by the question as to whether the plan 
for a League of Nations, providing for universal dis- 
armament and open eventually to all nations, shall be 
made an integral part of the war settlement. Such a 
League would abolish the former balance of power and 
the continuance of the war system." These resolutions 
were: 

"That the Woman's Peace Party shall in every way 
possible promote a public demand that an agreement 
for a League of Nations shall be made the basis of the 
war settlement, and it hereby petitions the Government 
to urge as speedily as possible upon the Allied govern- 
ments an explicit agreement to this end, that all na- 
tions on the earth may know that they will be assured 
mutual protection and economic equality upon the com- 
plete establishment of a such a League. Also, 

"That the Woman's Peace Party shall initiate a 
nation-wide campaign for the creation of public senti- 
ment behind the following demands : 

"1. That an Inter-Allied Conference be called at the 
earliest possible date for the formulation and announce- 
ment of the political and economic aims of the Allied 
governments. 

"%. That this proposed Conference shall be in the 
form of a Parliament to be composed, not only of rep- 
resentatives of the governments, but also of elected rep- 
resentatives of the peoples whose welfare is involved in 
the decisions of the Conference. 

"3. That this form of Conference be adopted at the 
final Peace Conference, thus insuring a democratic 
settlement and laying the basis for an enduring peace." 

Miss Jane Addams presided at all sessions, coming 
directly from addresses in Colorado on food conserva- 
tion under the direction of Mr. Hoover and on her way 
to Florida to continue the same work. She gave a val- 
uable report of the International Committee of Women 
for Permanent Peace, of which she is also chairman. 
This organization was established in April, 1915, at The 
Hague. Miss Addams, summoned to take the chair- 
manship of a large body of delegates from the neutral 
and warring countries, headed a body of over forty 
Americans who joined with them in a three days' con- 
ference in drawing up a series of resolutions which have 
since been strikingly paralleled by President Wilson in 
his messages. So strong was the resemblance that these 
have been published in parallel columns. 

Since then over twenty countries have organized na- 
tional sections, and several others, including China and 
Japan, have committees. Miss Addams spoke particu- 
larly of the work done by the British Branch under the 
title of "The Women's International League," in caring 
for interned enemy aliens, and of that of the Ger- 
man branch in turn in caring for English prisoners. 
Efforts were made to secure a meeting last summer 
of members of the International Committee, but the 
difficulties in the way were insurmountable. It is ex- 
pected, however, that representatives of the neutral sec- 
tions will assemble in Holland in January. 

The various national sections plan to send each a dele- 
gation of thirty-five delegates and alternates to unite 
in a Congress of Women within a month of the opening 



